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Resources

Course material

http://potassco.org/teaching

Systems

clasp http://potassco.org

clingo http://potassco.org

dlv http://www.dlvsystem.com

smodels http://www.tcs.hut.fi/Software/smodels

wasp https://www.mat.unical.it/ricca/wasp

gringo http://potassco.org

lparse http://www.tcs.hut.fi/Software/smodels

asparagus http://asparagus.cs.uni-potsdam.de
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Zum intuitionistischen Aussagenkalkül.
Anzeiger der Akademie der Wissenschaften in Wien, page 65–66,
1932.

[48] A. Heyting.

Torsten Schaub (KRR@UP) Answer Set Solving in Practice October 20, 2018 531 / 531



Die formalen Regeln der intuitionistischen Logik.
In Sitzungsberichte der Preussischen Akademie der Wissenschaften,
page 42–56. Deutsche Akademie der Wissenschaften zu Berlin, 1930.
Reprint in Logik-Texte: Kommentierte Auswahl zur Geschichte der
Modernen Logik, Akademie-Verlag, 1986.

[49] P. Hill and D. Warren, editors.
Proceedings of the Twenty-fifth International Conference on Logic
Programming (ICLP’09), volume 5649 of Lecture Notes in Computer
Science. Springer-Verlag, 2009.

[50] J. Huang.
The effect of restarts on the efficiency of clause learning.
In Veloso [74], pages 2318–2323.

[51] K. Konczak, T. Linke, and T. Schaub.
Graphs and colorings for answer set programming.
Theory and Practice of Logic Programming, 6(1-2):61–106, 2006.

[52] J. Lee.

Torsten Schaub (KRR@UP) Answer Set Solving in Practice October 20, 2018 531 / 531



A model-theoretic counterpart of loop formulas.
In L. Kaelbling and A. Saffiotti, editors, Proceedings of the
Nineteenth International Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence
(IJCAI’05), pages 503–508. Professional Book Center, 2005.

[53] N. Leone, G. Pfeifer, W. Faber, T. Eiter, G. Gottlob, S. Perri, and
F. Scarcello.
The DLV system for knowledge representation and reasoning.
ACM Transactions on Computational Logic, 7(3):499–562, 2006.

[54] V. Lifschitz.
Answer set programming and plan generation.
Artificial Intelligence, 138(1-2):39–54, 2002.

[55] V. Lifschitz.
Introduction to answer set programming.
Unpublished draft, 2004.

[56] V. Lifschitz and A. Razborov.
Why are there so many loop formulas?

Torsten Schaub (KRR@UP) Answer Set Solving in Practice October 20, 2018 531 / 531



ACM Transactions on Computational Logic, 7(2):261–268, 2006.

[57] F. Lin and Y. Zhao.
ASSAT: computing answer sets of a logic program by SAT solvers.
Artificial Intelligence, 157(1-2):115–137, 2004.

[58] V. Marek and M. Truszczyński.
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